™ %@W Ttrpur, £TA

From %ZMW
Loz Cooenacl
ﬁ%%éﬂ%

Dit” Dpe.s 2008

Fal: 206-553- 0134

{yasE 122175y L

1Z]o< | 0%

USEPA SF

HII\I!HIIIWI\IWMII MU



10002 Aurota Ave. N., #5546 -
Seattle, WA 98133
December 4, 2008

Thomas H. Tanaka
Port of Seattle
P.0O. Box 1209

Seattle, WA 98111-1209

Dear Mr. Tanaka:

Novmbﬂ. Joseph Gellis of November 6. 1 hsve been
Thank o ll,mminswmylmw Gellings © 61 b
of mmwmtmwmof 1, 2008, You state. “The holdings mmwmmwxﬁ:::wy
WMBMymmmmmmmdwmm b

giving yon direct guotes from the cases.

I “United Stsscs v. Chandier-Dusbar Wetsr Powor Co.” 33 5. C1. 667, at p. 672 the Courtsttes:

The primary use af the wters snd the lands under them (the rivesbod)
s for pusposes of navigation

o tiparian ownons wblicmipblcﬂva‘shminaddldmtotheddﬁs
Arp. 6743 Tﬁ‘:mfgmmxmﬁMmm“MdeMwm
mhﬂmnmmdmmmuwmmﬂ
mwm@m@mm&w&enﬂmwﬁoﬁhmﬂm,(ﬂw)
but are incident to awnership upon the bank. ..

1 m'mmmammwm.m...mymmm
%MMMpﬂmhMMwm««mm. -

In “United Stases v. River Rouge Improvement Co.” 46 U.S. 144, at p. 147 the Count sald:
Cmmhmcmbmmmmuwmmmﬁpﬁm

...n(M)mmMﬂymamugMnfﬂWcm
by legisiation which bas no real or substantial relation to the control of navigation
or appropriateness to the end.

In Yates v. Milwaukee (10 Wall 497, 19 L.Ed. 974) it was said in reference to the
right of a riparian owner on & mavigable stream:

“This rifarian right is property, and is valusble, and...it canoot be arbitrarily or
Capriclousty destroyed or impaired ’

...& riparian ownér upon a navigable stream has a property right, incident to his
ownership of the bank, of access from the front of his land to the navigable part

of the stream, and, .. ay construct landings, wharves or plers for this purpose.
(CMm_omeymwM)

“Commercial Waterway District No. 1 of King County v. The State of Washington” (1957) 50 Wn.2d 335, 311 P.
680 confirmed title in the Commercial Waterway District of the iveshed. 3 %

“Augtin v. Bellingham” 69 Wash. 677 (1912) at p. 680 states:

Faith is put in the graut of a right to cocupy and use the beds and shores of
navigable kakes and streams up “to high water mark.”
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Atp. 681 Its rights are limited to the line of ordinaty high wates

Iwmwwamamwmmm“mmmmmoemnpmuwmnmmm
quotes again. nmmmmmmmmmwﬁmmmhmsmawmmmﬂmm Stranger Creek and
Tribataries in Stevens County” (1970) 77 Wash.2d 649, 446 P24 508. There is a very good discussion of riparian rights’

mmmmmmwmmnwm SMIWMmmquI
Mamwmmwhmmmm Jt is true that the Port of Sesttle thinks if it says something is
50, then that malkes it 80. Possibly, you are in denial. wmmmlmmwmmwmemmmm
m@mwumdmmmuwwmmmmmnwmm
and warehouses in the shallow waters of the waterway.

Smehwwmemklmmmmmdhubhmmdﬂxmnwﬂm
Ymmmmmmmmﬁwamwmm. 1 do believe your plans would interfere with

Hurlen Construction’s riparian rights. Ywmbmmwmwﬁdmmumhmumdwm
ons pointing to irs failure. You have no regard for safety. Anefmmmuuwmmmmxy

mumwmwgmmmwmmmlmmmmummwwm
fmmwmmmmmmmmmmmmm

mmwmmmmmmlmmasmmmmmm.

Very truly yours,

M. C. Halvorsen






